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§52.2422 40 CFR Ch. | (7-1-10 Edition)
Pollutant

Photo-

Air quality control region Particu- . Carbon | chemical

late mat- os;fggg ’\é'ité?(%%n mon- oxidants

ter oxide (hydro-

carbons)
Eastern Tennessee-Southwestern Virginia Interstate | | 1] I 1]
Valley of Virginia Intrastate ..... | ] 1l 1] 1l
Central Virginia Intrastate ........ | ] 1l 1] 1l
Northeastern Virginia Intrastate 1A 1 1] 1} 1]
State Capital Intrastate ............. | 1 1l 1] |
Hampton Roads Intrastate ........ | Il 1] 1} |
National Capital Interstate ...........cccoeorerieeriiinireceesee s | | L[] | |

[37 FR 15090, July 27, 1972, as amended at 39 FR 16347, May 8, 1974]

§52.2422 [Reserved]

§52.2423 Approval status.

(a) With the exceptions set forth in
this subpart, the Administrator ap-
proves Virginia’s plan for the attain-
ment and maintenance of the national
standards. The State included a provi-
sion dealing with open burning in its
submittal of August 10, 1973.This provi-
sion was included for information pur-
poses only and was not to be considered
a part of the plan to implement na-
tional standards. Accordingly, this ad-
ditional provision is not considered a
part of the applicable plan.

(b)-(c) [Reserved]

(d) The portion of the January 11,
1979 SIP submittal pertaining to
Smyth County is not approved, pending
a possible redesignation of the area to
attainment status.

(e) The requirements of §51.22 are not
met with respect to section 4.55(b) of
the Virginia regulations, because the
regulation is not adequately enforce-
able. Therefore, section 4.55(b) is dis-
approved.

(f) Section 9 VAC 5-40-20.A.3. of the
Virginia Regulations for the Control
and Abatement of Air Pollution is not
considered part of the applicable plan
because it contradicts a previously ap-
proved section of the SIP.

(g) Section 4.31(d)(3) of Part IV of the
Virginia Regulations for the Control
and Abatement of Air Pollution is not
considered part of the applicable plan
because the substitute criteria, listed
in section 4.31(d)(3), contain inherent
variations in quality control which do
not present an accurate representation
of collection efficiency.

(h) In an April 19, 1991 request sub-
mitted by the Virginia Department of
Air Pollution Control, the source-spe-
cific emission limitation for James
River Paper which EPA had approved
on August 18, 1983 is deleted. James
River Paper Co. (now known as Custom
Papers Group—Richmond, Inc.) located
in Richmond, Virginia is now required
to comply with the applicable Virginia
SIP paper coating regulation.

(1) Pursuant to an October 31, 1991 re-
quest submitted by the Virginia De-
partment of Air Pollution Control, the
source-specific Alternate Control Pro-
gram (bubble) for J.W. Fergusson &
Sons, Inc. which EPA had approved on
March 4, 1983, is removed from the
plan. J.W. Fergusson & Sons, Inc. lo-
cated in Richmond, Virginia is required
to comply with the Virginia SIP graph-
ic arts RACT regulation approved by
EPA on January 25, 1984 (see 40 CFR
52.2420 (c)(48) and (c)(74)).

(j) Letter of January 25, 1993, from
the Commonwealth of Virginia trans-
mitting a commitment to adopt either
the Federal clean fuel fleet program or
an alternative substitute program by
May 15, 1994.

(k) The maintenance plan SIP revi-
sion, and request to redesignate the
Richmond moderate ozone nonattain-
ment area to attainment were sub-
mitted on November 12, 1992, by the De-
partment of Environmental Quality.
These requests are disapproved because
review of the 1993 ambient air quality
data monitored during the 1993 ozone
season indicated that a violation of the
ozone NAAQS occurred at the Charles
City monitor in the Richmond non-
attainment area . Because of the reg-
istered violation during the 1993 ozone
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